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NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND
SPACE ADMINISTRATION

[Notice (98–116)]

Information Collection: Submission for
OMB Review, Comment Request

AGENCY: National Aeronautics and
Space Administration (NASA).
ACTION: Notice of Agency Report Forms
Under OMB Review.

SUMMARY: The National Aeronautics and
Space Administration has submitted to
the Office of Management and Budget
(OMB) the following proposal for the
collection of information under the
provisions of the Paperwork Reduction
Act (44 U.S.C. Chapter 35).
DATES: Comments on this proposal
should be received on or before October
8, 1998.
ADDRESSES: All comments should be
addressed to Ms. Sue McDonald, Mail
Code GS4, Lyndon B. Johnson Space
Center, Houston, TX 77058.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ms.
Carmela Simonson, Office of the Chief
Information Officer, (202) 358–1223.

Reports: JSC Form 1625.
Title: Radioactive Material Transfer

Receipt.
OMB Number: 2700–0007.
Type of review: Extension.
Need and Uses: Federal law requires

that Johnson Space Center keep records
of each radioactive material transfer.

Affected Public: Business or other for-
profit, Federal Government, State, Local
or Tribal Government.

Number of Respondents: 50.
Responses Per Respondent: 2.
Annual Responses: 100.
Hours Per Request: 1⁄2 hr.
Annual Burden Hours: 58.
Frequency of Report: On occasion.

Donald J. Andreotta,
Deputy Chief Information Officer
(Operations), Office of the Administrator.
[FR Doc. 98–24075 Filed 9–4–98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7510–01–P

NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND
SPACE ADMINISTRATION

[98–115]

NASA Advisory Council (NAC), Space
Science Advisory Committee (SScAC),
Sun-Earth Connection Advisory
Subcommittee; Meeting

AGENCY: National Aeronautics and
Space Administration.
ACTION: Notice of Meeting.

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
Federal Advisory Committee Act, Pub.

L. 92–463, as amended, the National
Aeronautics and Space Administration
announces a meeting of the NASA
Advisory Council, Space Science
Advisory Committee, Sun-Earth
Connection Advisory Subcommittee.
DATES: Monday, September 21, 1998,
8:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.; Tuesday,
September 22, 1998, 8:30 a.m. to 5:00
p.m.; and Wednesday, September 23,
1998, from 8:30 a.m. to 1:00 p.m.
ADDRESSES: National Aeronautics and
Space Administration, MIC 6, Room,
6H46 300 E Street, SW, Washington, DC
20546.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Dr.
George Withbroe, Code S, National
Aeronautics and Space Administration,
Washington, DC 20546, (202) 358–2150.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
meeting will be open to the public up
to the capacity of the room. The agenda
for the meeting is as follows:
—Sun-Earth Connection Program

Overview: Budget, Current Program,
—Future Activities
—Research and Analysis Program
—Solar Terrestrial Probes Program
—Solar Probe
—Discussion and writing groups

It is imperative that the meeting be
held on these dates to accommodate the
scheduling priorities of the key
participants. Visitors will be requested
to sign a visitor’s register.

Dated: September 1, 1998.
Matthew M. Crouch,
Advisory Committee Management Officer,
National Aeronautics and Space
Administration.
[FR Doc. 98–24074 Filed 9–4–98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7510–01–P

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

[Docket No. 50–400]

Carolina Power & Light Company;
Notice of Consideration of Issuance of
Amendment to Facility Operating
License, Proposed No Significant
Hazards Consideration Determination,
and Opportunity For a Hearing

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (the Commission) is
considering issuance of an amendment
to Facility Operating License No. NPF–
63 issued to Carolina Power & Light
Company (the licensee) for operation of
the Shearon Harris Nuclear Power Plant
located in Wake and Chatham Counties,
North Carolina.

The proposed amendment would
revise the Harris Nuclear Plant (HNP)
Technical Specifications (TS)

concerning the applicability of Limiting
Conditions for Operation (LCO) and
Surveillance Requirements (SR).
Specifically, HNP proposes to revise TS
3.0.4 and associated specifications; TS
4.0.4; and Bases for TS 3.0.3, TS 3.0.4,
and TS 4.0.4 to be consistent with
Generic Letter 87–09 dated June 4, 1987.

This proposed TS change is needed
due to the verbatim requirements of TS
3.0.4 and inoperable TS equipment that
would prevent plant shutdown. A
verbatim reading of the current HNP TS
3.0.4 would not allow entry into a lesser
operational mode if required TS
components were inoperable.

Before issuance of the proposed
license amendment, the Commission
will have made findings required by the
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended
(the Act) and the Commission’s
regulations.

The Commission has made a
proposed determination that the
amendment request involves no
significant hazards consideration. Under
the Commission’s regulations in 10 CFR
50.92, this means that operation of the
facility in accordance with the proposed
amendment would not (1) involve a
significant increase in the probability or
consequences of an accident previously
evaluated; or (2) create the possibility of
a new or different kind of accident from
any accident previously evaluated; or
(3) involve a significant reduction in a
margin of safety. As required by 10 CFR
50.91(a), the licensee has provided its
analysis of the issue of no significant
hazards consideration, which is
presented below:

1. The proposed amendment does not
involve a significant increase in the
probability or consequences of an accident
previously evaluated.

The proposed revision to TS 3.0.4 allows
entry into an operational condition in
accordance with action requirements when
conformance to the action requirements
permits continued operation of the facility
for an unlimited period of time. This
operational flexibility is consistent with that
allowed by the existing individual LCOs and
their associated action requirements which
provide an acceptable level of safety for
continued operation.

The proposed revision to TS 4.0.4 clarifies
that Specification 4.0.4 does not prevent
passage through or to operational conditions
as required to comply with action
requirements. This is consistent with the
existing Specification 3.0.4. In addition, the
potential for plant upset and challenge to
safety systems is heightened if surveillances
are performed during a shutdown to comply
with Action Requirements.

The revisions to the Bases Section 3.0 and
4.0 and the elimination of specific exceptions
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to Specification 3.0.4 are administrative in
nature and, therefore, do not involve a
significant increase in the probability or
consequences of an accident previously
evaluated.

Therefore, the proposed change does not
involve a significant increase in the
probability or consequences of an accident
previously evaluated. There is no physical
alteration to any plant system, nor is there a
change in the method in which any safety
related system performs its function.

2. The proposed amendment does not
create the possibility of a new or different
kind of accident from any accident
previously evaluated.

The proposed amendment does not create
the possibility of a new or different kind of
accident from any accident previously
evaluated because there is no physical
alteration to any plant system, nor is there a
change in the method in which any safety
related system performs its function.

The revisions to the Bases Sections 3.0 and
4.0 and the elimination of specific
exemptions to Specification 3.0.4 are
administrative in nature and, therefore, do
not create the possibility of a new or different
kind of accident from any accident
previously evaluated.

Therefore, the proposed change does not
create the possibility of a new or different
kind of accident from any accident
previously evaluated.

3. The proposed amendment does not
involve a significant reduction in the margin
of safety.

The revision to Specification 3.0.4 allows
operational flexibility which is consistent
with that allowed by the existing individual
LCOs and their associated action
requirements which provide an acceptable
level of safety for continued operation. The
proposed revision to Specification 4.0.4 is a
clarification to the specification and as such
is administrative in nature. The revision
makes it clear that Specification 4.0.4 does
not prevent passage through or to operational
conditions as required to comply with action
requirements. This is consistent with the
existing Specification 3.0.4. These revisions
result in improved Technical Specifications,
and therefore, increase the margin of safety.

The revisions to the Bases Sections 3.0 and
4.0 and the elimination of specific
exemptions to Specification 3.0.4 are
administrative in nature and, therefore, do
not involve a significant reduction in a
margin of safety.

Therefore, the proposed change does not
involve a significant reduction in the margin
of safety.

The NRC staff has reviewed the
licensee’s analysis and, based on this
review, it appears that the three
standards of 10 CFR 50.92(c) are
satisfied. Therefore, the NRC staff
proposes to determine that the
amendment request involves no
significant hazards consideration.

The Commission is seeking public
comments on this proposed
determination. Any comments received
within 30 days after the date of

publication of this notice will be
considered in making any final
determination.

Normally, the Commission will not
issue the amendment until the
expiration of the 30-day notice period.
However, should circumstances change
during the notice period such that
failure to act in a timely way would
result, for example, in derating or
shutdown of the facility, the
Commission may issue the license
amendment before the expiration of the
30-day notice period, provided that its
final determination is that the
amendment involves no significant
hazards consideration. The final
determination will consider all public
and State comments received. Should
the Commission take this action, it will
publish in the Federal Register a notice
of issuance and provide for opportunity
for a hearing after issuance. The
Commission expects that the need to
take this action will occur very
infrequently.

Written comments may be submitted
by mail to the Chief, Rules and
Directives Branch, Division of
Administrative Services, Office of
Administration, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, Washington, DC 20555–
0001, and should cite the publication
date and page number of this Federal
Register notice. Written comments may
also be delivered to Room 6D59, Two
White Flint North, 11545 Rockville
Pike, Rockville, Maryland, from 7:30
a.m. to 4:15 p.m. Federal workdays.
Copies of written comments received
may be examined at the NRC Public
Document Room, the Gelman Building,
2120 L Street, NW., Washington, DC.

The filing of requests for hearing and
petitions for leave to intervene is
discussed below.

By October 8, 1998, the licensee may
file a request for a hearing with respect
to issuance of the amendment to the
subject facility operating license and
any person whose interest may be
affected by this proceeding and who
wishes to participate as a party in the
proceeding must file a written request
for a hearing and a petition for leave to
intervene. Requests for a hearing and a
petition for leave to intervene shall be
filed in accordance with the
Commission’s ‘‘Rules of Practice for
Domestic Licensing Proceedings’’ in 10
CFR Part 2. Interested persons should
consult a current copy of 10 CFR 2.714
which is available at the Commission’s
Public Document Room, the Gelman
Building, 2120 L Street, NW.,
Washington, DC, and at the local public
document room located at the Cameron
Village Regional Library, 1930 Clark
Avenue, Raleigh, North Carolina 27605.

If a request for a hearing or petition for
leave to intervene is filed by the above
date, the Commission or an Atomic
Safety and Licensing Board, designated
by the Commission or by the Chairman
of the Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board Panel, will rule on the request
and/or petition; and the Secretary or the
designated Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board will issue a notice of hearing or
an appropriate order.

As required by 10 CFR 2.714, a
petition for leave to intervene shall set
forth with particularity the interest of
the petitioner in the proceeding, and
how that interest may be affected by the
results of the proceeding. The petition
should specifically explain the reasons
why intervention should be permitted
with particular reference to the
following factors: (1) The nature of the
petitioner’s right under the Act to be
made party to the proceeding; (2) the
nature and extent of the petitioner’s
property, financial, or other interest in
the proceeding; and (3) the possible
effect of any order which may be
entered in the proceeding on the
petitioner’s interest. The petition should
also identify the specific aspect(s) of the
subject matter of the proceeding as to
which petitioner wishes to intervene.
Any person who has filed a petition for
leave to intervene or who has been
admitted as a party may amend the
petition without requesting leave of the
Board up to 15 days prior to the first
prehearing conference scheduled in the
proceeding, but such an amended
petition must satisfy the specificity
requirements described above.

Not later than 15 days prior to the first
prehearing conference scheduled in the
proceeding, a petitioner shall file a
supplement to the petition to intervene
which must include a list of the
contentions which are sought to be
litigated in the matter. Each contention
must consist of a specific statement of
the issue of law or fact to be raised or
controverted. In addition, the petitioner
shall provide a brief explanation of the
bases of the contention and a concise
statement of the alleged facts or expert
opinion which support the contention
and on which the petitioner intends to
rely in proving the contention at the
hearing. The petitioner must also
provide references to those specific
sources and documents of which the
petitioner is aware and on which the
petitioner intends to rely to establish
those facts or expert opinion. Petitioner
must provide sufficient information to
show that a genuine dispute exists with
the applicant on a material issue of law
or fact. Contentions shall be limited to
matters within the scope of the
amendment under consideration. The
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contention must be one which, if
proven, would entitle the petitioner to
relief. A petitioner who fails to file such
a supplement which satisfies these
requirements with respect to at least one
contention will not be permitted to
participate as a party.

Those permitted to intervene become
parties to the proceeding, subject to any
limitations in the order granting leave to
intervene, and have the opportunity to
participate fully in the conduct of the
hearing, including the opportunity to
present evidence and cross-examine
witnesses.

If a hearing is requested, the
Commission will make a final
determination on the issue of no
significant hazards consideration. The
final determination will serve to decide
when the hearing is held.

If the final determination is that the
amendment request involves no
significant hazards consideration, the
Commission may issue the amendment
and make it immediately effective,
notwithstanding the request for a
hearing. Any hearing held would take
place after issuance of the amendment.

If the final determination is that the
amendment request involves a
significant hazards consideration, any
hearing held would take place before
the issuance of any amendment.

A request for a hearing or a petition
for leave to intervene must be filed with
the Secretary of the Commission, U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, DC 20555-0001, Attention:
Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff, or
may be delivered to the Commission’s
Public Document Room, the Gelman
Building, 2120 L Street, NW.,
Washington, DC, by the above date. A
copy of the petition should also be sent
to the Office of the General Counsel,
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, DC 20555–0001, and to
William D. Johnson, Vice President and
Senior Counsel, Carolina Power & Light
Company, Post Office Box 1551,
Raleigh, North Carolina 27602, attorney
for the licensee.

Nontimely filings of petitions for
leave to intervene, amended petitions,
supplemental petitions and/or requests
for hearing will not be entertained
absent a determination by the
Commission, the presiding officer or the
presiding Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board that the petition and/or request
should be granted based upon a
balancing of the factors specified in 10
CFR 2.714(a)(1)(I)-(v) and 2.714(d).

For further details with respect to this
action, see the application for
amendment dated August 27, 1998,
which is available for public inspection
at the Commission’s Public Document

Room, the Gelman Building, 2120 L
Street, NW., Washington, DC, and at the
local public document room located at
the Cameron Village Regional Library,
1930 Clark Avenue, Raleigh, North
Carolina 27605.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 21st day
of September, 1998.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Scott C. Flanders,
Project Manager, Project Directorate II–1,
Division of Reactor Projects—I/II, Office of
Nuclear Reactor Regulation.
[FR Doc. 98–24010 Filed 9–4–98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7590–01–P

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

[Docket Nos. 50–295/304–LA–2 ASLBP No.
98–750–06-LA]

Commonwealth Edison Company;
Establishment of Atomic Safety and
Licensing Board

Pursuant to delegation by the
Commission dated December 29, 1972,
published in the Federal Register, 37 FR
28710 (1972), and Sections 2.105, 2.700,
2.702, 2.714, 2.714a, 2.717, 2.721 of the
Commission’s Regulations, all as
amended, an Atomic Safety and
Licensing Board is being established to
preside over the following proceeding.

COMMONWEALTH EDISON
COMPANY

Zion Nuclear Power Station

This Board is being established
pursuant to a petition for leave to
intervene submitted by the Committee
for Safety at Plant Zion, Randy Robarge
and Edwin D. Dienethal. The petition
was filed in response to a notice of
issuance of a license amendment to the
Commonwealth Edison Company for the
Zion Nuclear Power Station and the
Nuclear Regulatory Commission’s Staff’s
finding of no significant hazards
considerations in connection with that
license amendment. The notice was
published in the Federal Register at 63
FR 43216, 43217 (August 12, 1998).

The Board is comprised of the
following administrative judges:
Thomas S. Moore, Chairman,
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board

Panel, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, Washington, DC 20555

Dr. Jerry R. Kline, Atomic Safety and
Licensing Board Panel, U.S. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission, Washington,
DC 20555

Frederick J. Shon, Atomic Safety and
Licensing Board Panel, U.S. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission, Washington,
DC 20555

All correspondence, documents and
other materials shall be filed with the
Judges in accordance with 10 CFR
2.701.

Issued at Rockville, Maryland, this 1st day
of September 1998.
B. Paul Cotter, Jr.,
Chief Administrative Judge, Atomic Safety
and Licensing Board Panel.
[FR Doc. 98–24008 Filed 9–4–98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7590–01–P

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

[Docket No. 50–346]

Toledo Edison Company, Centerior
Service Company and The Cleveland
Electric Illuminating Company; Davis-
Besse Nuclear Power Station, Unit 1;
Environmental Assessment and
Finding of No Significant Impact

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (the Commission) is
considering the issuance of an order
approving, under 10 CFR 50.80, the
transfer of Facility Operating License
No. NPF–3, issued to the Toledo Edison
Company, Centerior Service Company,
and The Cleveland Electric Illuminating
Company (the licensees) for the Davis-
Besse Nuclear Power Station, Unit 1,
located in Ottawa County, Ohio, with
respect to operating authority under the
license, and considering issuance of a
conforming amendment under 10 CFR
50.90.

Environmental Assessment

Identification of the Proposed Action
The proposed action would approve

the transfer of operating authority under
the license to a new company,
FirstEnergy Nuclear Operating Company
(FENOC), to allow it to use and operate
Davis-Besse and to possess and use
related licensed nuclear materials in
accordance with the same conditions
and authorizations included in the
current operating license. The proposed
action would also approve issuance of a
license amendment reflecting the
transfer of operating authority. FENOC
would be formed by FirstEnergy
Corporation to become the licensed
operator for Davis-Besse and would
have exclusive control over the
operation and maintenance of the
facility.

Under the proposed arrangement,
ownership of Davis-Besse will remain
unchanged with each owner retaining
its current ownership interest. FENOC
will not own any portion of Davis-Besse.
Likewise, the owners’ entitlement to
capacity and energy from Davis-Besse


